Carol A. Trufant, Ph.D. 

P.O. Box 2227 

Alameda, CA 91501-0220 

March 6, 2005 



Carol Titus & James Leary Re:Patent Appl 09/591,117 

Ieary & Associates-Patent Agency 

Registered Patent Agents 

3900 Newpark Mall Road 

3rd floor, Suite 317 

Newark, CA 91560 

Ms Titus this is my labored response to your letter of 
1-28-05. 

As I said to you on the phone when I received the US Patent 
Office communication, I want Jim Leary to take over this 

PROJECT! I WANTED HIM TO CONTINUE WORKING ON THIS UTILITY 
°ATENT AFTER HE FINISHED WORKING ON THE DESIGN PATENT WHICH 
WAS ISSUED ON 12-21-02. I NEVER. WANTED TO WORK WITH YOU, 
BUT ACCEPTED THE SITUATION AFTER YOU TOLD ME HE WAS DONG 
OTHER THINGS LIKE RAISING HIS FAMILY. I ASSUMED I WOULD 
GET THE SAME SERVICE, DEDICATION, JOB WELL DONE AS I 
RECEIVED FROM HIM SINCE YOU WERE HIS PARTNER. THAT DID NOT . 
HAPPEN . 

James & I communicated well enough in a short period of 
time. That is reason I asked to speak to him. we 
understood each other around what was necessary to complete 

THIS PROJECT, I.E., DISCUSSED POLITICAL ISSUES V I S"A" VI S THE 
PATENT & TRADEMARK OFFICE, IE., NOT ALIENATING THEM 
UNNECESSARILY! I GAVE HIM THE ROOM TO DO THE JOE AND HE DID 
IT 

HE HAS NOT YET CALLED ME. I NEED A COMMITMENT FROM HIM TO 
FINISH THIS PROJECT, WITHOUT CHARGING ADDITIONAL MONEY. OR 
HE NEEDS TO REFUND MY $3,161.00 IMMEDIATELY SO I CAN PAY 
ANOTHER PATENT AGENT TO DO THIS WORK. YOUR AGENCY HAS NO 
RIGHT TO REFUSE TO COMPLETE THIS PROJECT ANJ2 TO KEEP MY 

money. That is called DeFrauding me. To Wit: 

From BARRON 's Law Dictionary, 3rd Edition by Steven Gifis. 
Associate Professor of Law, Rutgers, The State University of 
New Jersey, School of Law, Newark. 

DEFRAUD. . .to deprive a person of Property or interest, 

ESTATE OR RIGHT BY FRAUD, DECEIT, OR ARTIFICE! TO 
MISREPRESENT SOME FACT KNOWING IT TO BE FALSE AND INTENDING 
THAT ANOTHER PERSON BE DECEIVED AS A CONSEQUENCE. 138 P. ZD 

25,252; p. 126. 
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Leary & Associates committed the above through Carol Titus 
by not telling me the legal relationship re the power of 
attorney (poa) with the last submission (october 2004) had 
changed that month i not in febraury 2005. 

In October 2001, you said you would send me a copy of what 
you submitted) you did not as promised. i recently had to 
call office to get cop y i this letter informing me you did 
not file the poa dated in 2001 was included. you defrauded 
me out of my right to know truth about our legal 
relationship as soon as it changed. 

furthermore; ms. tltus, you suemitted faulty documents (many 
typo's to US Patent and Trademark office (USPT0)- shoddy 
job; failed to follow 'suggestion' by USPT0 (3-15-04) that 
the poa needed to be filed. basically, you reneged on the 
poa, and intentionally sabotaged work on this utility 
patent. i paid for good faith effort based on my experience 
with James Leary, owner (?) of company who did the work on 
the design patent - he understands it. i trusted him and he 
did the job. i entered into the work relationship with his 
partner when i was told he was cutting back his work on 
projects. Ms. Titus did not meet the expectations I had a 

RIGHT TO EXPECT. 

I WANT MY MONEY BACK, $3,161.00. THE TIME YOU PUT IN IS 
TAINTED AS I DECRIBED - TYPOS'S AND A SPLIT PROJECT THAT 
PERHAPS NEEDED TO BE SENT IN WHOLELY. PERSON WITH 13 YRS 
EXPERIENCE, AS YOU BOAST, DO NOT SUBMIT WORK LIKE THAT TO 
THE PATENT OFFICE UNLESS YOU ARE PULLING FOR A NEGATIVE 
RESPONSE.. I AM REQUESTING THAT THE US ATTORNEY GENERAL 

Honorable Alberto R. Gonzales, thoroughly investigate this 

MATTER STARTING WITH A CONVERSATION WITH DMITRY SUHOL, FOR 
AN OPINION &N EVIDENCE RE NOTION OF SABOTOGE. He GAVE A 3 
MO EXTENSION DURING THE SUMMER OF 2001 FOR ME TO DECIDE ON 
WHICH VERSION TO SUBMIT VS JUST 1 MO AS USUALLY GIVEN ( PER 
YOU COMMENTS Ms. TlTUS). 

AT THIS POINT, I AM SURPRIZED HE GAVE ME 3 MORE MONTHS VS A 
DECLINE-FINAL ACTION. PERHAPS HE IS TRYING TO TELL ME THAT 
SOMETHING IS AWRY INCLUDING THAT MY DOCUMENTS, IDEAS, NEED 
TO EE PRESENTED IN A DIFFERENT WAY FOR ACCEPTANCE. 

IF THIS IS THE CASE, THEN Ms. TlTUS, YOU HAVE FAILED AGAIN 
AND WITH THE 1JSPT0 WATCHING BY NOT SUBMITTING THE DOCUMENTS 
IN THE BEST LIGHT PURPOSELY. 

Again, I want my money returned in a cashiers check ASAP, or 
James Leary to take this project on without charging me 
another penny for work, and getting it done right. I AM 
bringing this to the US Attorney General, Honorable Alberto 
R. Gonzales, eecause this is not a game, and the fraud is 
outright; he handles fraud. You are a federal registered 
patent agents and you have the nerve to try to cheat me and 
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expect me not to respond. ..at the highest level - 
unbeli evaele. 

moreover! i have the distinct impression james l.eary was 
told some time ago not to continue to work on my patent 
projects/ and that somehow extended to you ms . tltus. if 
this is truei i hypothesize that people from 3"4 agencies 
are either putting pressure on your agency or you are both 
colluding with them: the alr force secret service* navy, 
marines; and dept of justice. i.e. dea or atf . a carry over 
from Naples. Italy, intelligence personnel, et al. and the 
fact that i won a settlement against the usaf. and gloria 
Lamoureux, the Lt Col. USAF that I won a settlement from (& 

HER FRIENDS) ARE STILL ANGRY ABOUT IT. 

I BELIEVE YOUR ARE JEOPARDIZING YOUR LICENSE AS A FEDERAL 
PATENT AGENT. FURTHERMORE, YOU SEEM TO BE TRYING TO MOCK MY 
WORK WITH OTHER PEOPLE LOOKING ON. I.E. THE USPTO. I 
BELIEVE THEY KNOW SOMETHING IS WRONG AND HAVE BEEN TRYING TO 
LET ME KNOW SOMEHOW SINCE MARCH 2004 BEGINNING WITH 
PUNCTUATING THE IRREGLAR I TY OF THE PATENT AGENT NOT BECOMING 
MY POWER OF ATTORNEY. THAT IS THE SECOND TIME THIS ISSUE 
HAS EMERGED. YOU REFUSED TO BE LISTED OFFICIALLY FOR THE 
DESIGN PATENT ALTHOUGH THE PATENT OFFICE KNOWS YOU DID THE 

work... Even I thought that odd. and frankly somewhat 
insulting. i immediately then believed you james l.eary. 
were being coerced out of role... 

i am requesting that the us attorney general thoroughly 
investigate this matter stat. in at least 2 ways: 1) by 
contacting the uspto. dmitry suhol. to get his and any one 
else's opinion to date on what they think is happening just 
by reviewing the way this utility patent has been handled, 
including or g i nal submission by ms. tltus in 2004. the fact 
that d. suhol gave me 3 vs 1 month 9 summer 2004 to choose 
which version of utiligy patent i wanted suggests to me now 
that perhaps the patent should never have been sent in 2 
parts, but kept as one whole concept embedded in the design 
because that is where the essence is, and language to 
clarify that fact should have been changed, brought out, 
highlighted, puncuated to support the notion that all 
processes are ongoing simultaneously, in the same room, 
intra-group discussions, and well as inter-group discussion 
(across group). That's why the consultants are necessarily 
springled around and mobile to keep potential chaos not to a 
minimum necessarily but moving in orderly fashion so the 
light lining the inner boundaries of the tunnel are kept in 
some focus towards the theme. through a point, a step, 
leading, however convoluted, to the/an end recogn i zed . . by 
leader, consultants, chorus, participants " one to all to 
keep process moving in whatever waxing and waning flow that 
might reflect as discussion proceeds, and the boundaries 
contained (not allowed to spill over into physical violence 
using words. timing vision...). the process is ongoing, and 
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IMPLIED IF NOT CLEAR. THE CONCEPT OF INTER" VS. INTRA" 

GROUP FUNCTIONING WAS INTRODUCED IN THIS APPLICATION SO 
CLARIFICATION IS ALLOWED. IF I AM NOT MISTAKEN. 

I CONTEND THAT THIS IS THE KIND OF WORK/TH I NK I NG THAT 
SHOULD HAVE BEEN DONE BY THE PATENT AGENTS. SHORT OF THIS* 
I THINK OF SAPOTAGE (Ms TlTUS SENDING IN COPY WITH THOSE 
TYPOS! EY A PERSON WHO BOASTS 13 YEARS OF EXPERIENCE - 
THAT'S A PURPOSEFUL ACT...) AND/OR LACK OF COMPETENCE WITH 

this project. Fraud by any other name is....Againi I 
contend that james l.eary can take on this project. would 
find it challenging and interesting enough to put in time* 
and get it done. right. and it's not clear why he is not. 
Perhaps he is in a ouagmire perpetrated by others who have 
no official reason to ee involved here. who are hampering 
this process. and trying to get me defrauded out of my 
money. ..and emearrass me in. any other way they can 

2) i am requesting that the attorney general investigate 
who might be interferrimg with this process by bringning 
into the investigation the new head of the national 
Intelligence Agency/Service because I believe some to all 

RESIDENTS OF THE BUILDING YOUR OFFICE OCCUPIES ARE OR ARE 
AFFILIATED CLOSELY WITH I NTELL I GANCE AGENTS PLAYING GAMES. 

oka< gone awry. as if they have a r i ght . . . e spec i ally in of 
what i am about to describe : 

This incident occurred, right after my face-to-face meeting 
with Ms. Titus, at the Newark location, in the ladies 
restroom. There were 3 stalls; I entered the empty (?) 
stall on my far left. Middle stall was empty. Fortunately. 
I looked around the stall first, and found the toilet paper 
dispenser basically suspended in the holder, kept falling. I 

LOOKED CLOSER, AND THERE WAS A GAPPING HOLE "NO 
BACKING/WALL/ COVERING OF ANY KIND. I HAD A LONG SKIRT ON, 
AND IMMEDIATELY ADJUSTED HOW I WOULD TAKE CARE OF MY SIMPLE 
BUSINESS - SIDEWAYS SO MY SKIRT WOULD COVER THE HOLE. AND NO 
ONE COULD- SEE MY PRIVATE PARTS AT LEAST FROM THAT POINT. 
ALL OF A SUDDEN, A STREAM OF WOMEN (I BELIEVE THEY WERE 
WOMEN) CAME THROUGH THAT MIDDLE STALL SUCH THAT I GOT THE 
IMPRESSION THEY WERE THERE TO LOOK AT MY BEHIND & PUBIC 
AREAS, ET AL, THROUGH THAT GAPPING HOLE. FlVE TO TEN 
MINUTES OF A STEADY STREAM OF. PEOPLE GOING IN, FLUSHING. AND 
OUT OF THAT MIDDLE STALL. A PATTERN WAS OBVIOUS. 

Thereafter, it fell quiet. Then I realized there was a 

PERSON IN THE STALL ON OTHER SIDE OF THIS MIDDLE STALL. I 
GOT THE IMPRESS ION THEN THAT POSSIBLY I WAS BEING SURVEILLED 
IN SOME OTHER WAY. I LEFT AS SOON AS I COULD. THAT WAS A 
VERY HORRIBLE EXPERIENCE BECAUSE I WAS BEING SEXUALLY 
HARRASSED. PEEKING, AND WOULD NOT HAVE ?EEN ABLE TO DO 
ANYTING ABOUT IT " MOT SURE THAT I DID. THEN, I TOOK 
ELEVATOR DOWN FROM 3RD FLOOR. A MAN WITH A MEAN, HARD~CORE 
LOOK LIKE A COP OF SOME KIND KEPT STARRING AT ME WITH HIS 
SUNGLASSES ON. At THIS POINT, I WONDERED IF HE WASN'T A DEPT 
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OF JUSTICE TYPE LIKE ATF OR DEA, AND THAT I WAS BEING 
SURVE I LLED THEN. AND STARTING IN THE MEETING ROOM WHERE I 
MEET MS TlTUS ~ OUTSIDE ROOM WITH BIG PICTURE WINDOW. YOU/ 
SHE SAT AT END? MY CHOICE WAS EITHER FACING OR BACK TO THE 
WINDOW. I SAT WITH MY BACK TO THE WINDOW. 

MY POINT " THE PATTERN OF BEHAVIORAL OCCURENCES SUGGEST A 
GAME/ A 'PROGRAM', WAS BEING PLAYED, IMPLEMENTED. 

What I want: 1a) Mr. James Leary to complete the work on my 
project at no additional. charge ! 

ib) if you are in a quagmire re this issue, perhaps the us 

Attorney General can help you out of it; 

2) Alternately, my money pack every penny $3, 16'!. 00, 
immediately so i can find and work with another patent 
agent; 

3) I ALSO WANT THE US ATTORNEY GENERAL TO INVESTIGATE THIS 
MATTER THOROUGHLY. THIS INCLUDES INVESTIGATING GLORIA 

I AMOUREUX. I THINK SHE AND HER FRIENDS ARE BEHIND ALL 

THIS. FOR INSTANCE, THE PATTERN OF PERSON WHO'S HELPING ME 

with a matter suddenly moving in the other directions sounds 
like what happened to the lawyer of record , ex jag william 
Henderson, who refused to shore up one part of the 
settlement .agreement as i asked him to do at the end before 
i ok'd it. he was visibly & verbally upset in expressing 
his refusal to do so trying to convince me it would be ok. 
Really! because of it, I had to go to the US Surpreme Court 

TO REQUEST THAT FILE BE DESTROYED, THE ONE CREATED BY THE 
USAF, ILLEGALLY. TWO OF THE 5~6 DOCUMENTS IN THIS FILE ARE 
POGUS AND INCRIMINATING. ONE OF THOSE 2 DOCUMENTS WAS 
REMOVFD BY A FEDERAL ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE AS A RESULT OF 
MY FILING PFE AFTER I DISCOVERED THAT THE FILE EXISTED? 
DOCUMENT WAS FOUND TO BE A CLEAR VIOLATION OF THE SETTLEMENT 
AGREEMENT. THE SECOND ONE SHOULD ALSO HAVE BEEN REMOVED. 

The court of appeals, 3rd circuit, totally did a dance 
around my sound arguments and evidence supporting removal of 

THIS EVALUATION. THE US SURPREME COURT AGREED 82~3 YEARS 
AGO TO LOOK AT MY CASE, ASKED ME FOR MORE INFO WHICH I HAVE 
YET TO SEND. TlME COM SUMMED WITH STRUGGLES RE 

Conservatorship issues re my parents, HMO, courts, and death 
of one parent. 

i won a. settlement from the usaf based on 3 issues! 
Timeliness is the one that is directly related to said eval. 
Neither myself or my lawyer had ever seen it; consequently, 
it was not introduced while this case was open; Lamareaux 
and her staff lied about my availability to re given it. i 

WAS AT THE EASE MEETING WITH THE SOCIAL ACTION OFFICER, AT 
HER REOUEST, TRYING TO GET G. 1. AMOUREUX OR 2 PED I ATR I AM S 
INVOLVED IN HER CHAIN OF COMMAND, ON THE PHONE! I LEFT 
MESSAGES. YET ON ON BOTTOM OF FORM WHERE MY SIGNATURE GOES, 
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I READ THAT I WAS NOT AVAILABLE FOR THEM TO PRESENT IT TO 
ME.. .LATER . 

The Social Action officer at an earlier point in my case 

AGAINST THE US AF CONCURRED WITH AN ACUSATION OF l.T LOL NGO, 
MY IMMEDIATE SUPERVISOR* THAT I WAS RACIST? THIS OPINION WAS 
REVERSED SOMETIME AFTER I SUGGESTED SHE EE FIRED. DURING MY 
FACE-TO-FACE MEETING WITH HER LATE APRIL 1992. I DISCOVERED 
G I AMOUREAX NEVER GAVE HER THE ARTICLES UPON WHICH I EASED 

my decision to speak up about pattern of employee behavior i 
observed! upper management turned a blind eye to it. 

'There were 2 articles involved: One written by a female 
Chinese psychologist, in "The California Psychologist" 
publication of the california psychological association. 
Theme for that month: mult icuturali sm, late 1991; the other 
by one or two hispanic psychologists in a professional 
journal. These people could have been contacted with 
complaints about their articles! i suspect no one ever did 

SO, BUT PREFERRED TO SHOOT THE MESSENGER, AND HOLD 

irrational views re events which justifies acting negatively 
towards me, my goals, indefinitely. 

not being able to secure a lawyers re my parents's issues, a 
conservatorship, and a parents death is p r obl emm at i c . i 
believe this is result of my complaint to lawyer who 
represented me against the ijsafl word of mouth spreads , fast 
amongst the military or other closed group, especially the 
negative. There are also issues of Fraud perpetrated py 
Alameda County lawyers, guardian's office, and maybe a 
skilled nursing facility on one parent's estate (mom WHO IS 
now deceased), and on my father's HMO account. Without a 
lawyer, it is impossible to get info. to superior court, 
Alameda County to request that County be removed as 
conservator of remaining parent. and that i take over 

TEMPORARILY, EX"PARTE, UNTIL A COURT DATE REQUEST FOR 
PERMANENT CONSERVATORSHIP COMES ABOUT. EACH TIME RECENTLY 
THAT I HAVE PRESENTED IN COURT REASONS WHY I WAUT THE COUNTY 
S OTHERS REMOVED FROM MY FATHER'S CASE, AND INFORM THT I AM 
GOING TO REQUEST THAT I BE APPOINTED CONSERVATOR OF MY DAD 
AGAIN, THE NEW JUDGE ASKS IF I HAVE AND SUGGESTS THAT I NEED 
A LAWYER, I CAN ONLY SAY THAT I AM LOOKING, STILL. 

ALL THIS INTERFERENCE IS RELATED TO SETTLEMENT I WON FROM 

USAF. The patent has become the tip of the iceberg, and 

ALL THE REST OF THIS AD NAUSEUM REPRESENTS ATTEMPTS TO 

PREVENT WORK FROM BEING DOME A LONG STANDING 

VENDATTA THE MILITARY AND THEIR FRIENDS INCLUDING CIVILIAN 

AND MILITARY INTELLIGENCE, I BELIEVE ARE PERPETRATING . 

What I want from you Mr. Leary is, again: 

a) a commitment to finish the work on my Utility s'O that it 
is properly done and submitted to uspto, without requesting 
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ANY MORE FUNDS - I HAVE PAID FOR THE WORK? THAT LAST TIME I 
HEARD FROM YOUR OFFICE BY PHONE MESSAGE Ms . TlTUS, LATE 

February, I understood, you did not know when you would do 

FURTHER CHECKS OF REFERENCES GIVEN BY USPTO, OR WHAT OTHER 
DECISIONS YOU HAVE MADE (I ASSUME ABOUT TAKING ON THE WORK 
SINCE THAT IS WHAT I REQUESTED FROM Hs. TlTUS BY PHONE WHEN 
I HEARD FROM THE PATENT OFFICE. 

p) If you truly have a PROBLEM with that, return my money, 

CASHIER'S CHECK FOR $3,164.?? IMMEDIATELY. 

C ) I REQUEST THAT THE US ATTORNEY GENERAL INVESTIGATE 
REGARDLESS OF WHAT YOU DECIDE TO DO. 

YOU HAVE MY PHONE NUMBERS: 510, 658-3678 MESSAGE! 510, 

26-3195 cell; address is above. Any questions, feel free 
to contact me. 



Sincerely, 




Carol A. Trufant, Ph.D. 
Licensed Psychologi st 



cc 




Dmitry Suhol, USPTO, FYI 

Honorable Alberto R. Gonzales, Attorney General of 
the United States, Dept of Justice, Room 'i'lOO, 950 
Pennsylvania Ave, NW, Washington, DC 20530-0001 



/ 



Leary & Associates • Patent Agency 



James J. Leary 
Carol D. Titus 
Registered Patent Agents 
PatentA@aol.com 



January 28, 2005 



PatentPros™ 



3900 Newpark Mall Road 
Third Floor, Suite 317 
Newark, CA 94560 
Tel: (510) 742-7417 
Fax: (510) 742-7419 



Dr. Carol A. Trufant 

P.O. Box 2227 

Alameda, CA 94501-0220 



Re: Utility patent application entitled "An Intergroup Working Model for 
Social Conflict Resolution" 
Serial No.: 09/591,147 



Dear Dr. Trufant: 

Please find enclosed a copy of the Amendment that was filed on October 21, 2004 with 
the Patent Office in response to the Office Action. 

The Amendment should fix all of the issues indicated in our discussions and in the 
document given to me at our meeting. In most cases, I made the exact change you requested. In 
a couple of cases, I moved the text you suggested to another location more in keeping with the 
specific text involved. 

The only exception is the final portion (bottom of page 3 of your notes) regarding the 
Evaluation. As we discussed, I believe the Examiner is likely to consider this addition new 
matter. Although at least some of the references were mentioned in the original application, I 
didn't notice a direct link in the original application to connect the references to the Evaluation 
section. Further, since the claims are not currently directed toward the details of the evaluation, I 
don't think it will further your case with the Patent Office in pursuit of the current claims. 
Therefore, at least for now, I think it is in your best interest to not open your application to the 
later potential problems this could cause. If you feel strongly that this needs to be added, another 
amendment may be used to attempt to add the text (as long as it is filed prior to allowance of the 
application). 

Upon consideration of our working relationship, I do not think I am the best person to 
assist you further in your pursuit of patent protection. . Therefore, I did not file the Power of 
Attorney and correspondingly, the Patent Office will not have changed the mailing address of 
your application. The Patent Office correspondence will continue to be sent to the Alameda 
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address. If you would like further assistance with your application, I recommend you begin 
looking at other practitioners who may be able to assist you. One possible resource to find other 
practitioners is the attorney and agent roster at the Patent and Trademark Office website (the 
direct address is: http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/dcon^olia/oed/roster/index.html or you can 
go to www.uspto.gov and click the button for the site index, then go down the attorneys and 
agents roster.) 

As we discussed in our meetings, I was not going to charge you for my time to make 
these additional changes to the application and respond to the Restriction Requirement. While I 
was originally going to charge for one of the two months of the extension of time (since I 
received your input so close to the deadline to file), I have decided to forgo these charges as well. 

Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions regarding the enclosed 
Amendment or the contents of this letter. Good luck with your invention. 




Sincerely, 



CAROL D. TITUS 
Patent Agent 



Enclosure 



LEARY & ASSOCIATES • PATENT AGENCY PATENTPROS tm 

James J. Leary 3900 Newpark Mall Road 

Carol D. Titus Third Floor, Suite 317 

Registered Patent Agents Newark, CA 94560 

PatentA@aol.com TeL (510) 742-7417 

Fax: (510) 742-7419 

July 15, 2004 



Dr. Carol A.Trufant 

P.O. Box 2227 

Alameda, CA 94501-0220 



Re: Payment for TRU1084U 



This receipt acknowledges payment in the amount of $3164.00 for the above-indicated 
account. 





SEQUOIA NATIONAL BANK 



65 POST STREET , 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94104 

11 -81 54-32 tO r 



7/8/200* 



PAY TO THE . : " ■ : ^ , «. „ w , ,L; 
ORDER OF. CAROL D. TITUS* 



three Thousand One! Hundred^ Sixty-Four and 00/1 00 



.carol d. titus. 

3900 nevvpork Mall road 

THIRDjFLOOR, SUITE 317 
NEWARK, CA 94560 



MEMO 



$ ; >*3;lB4:pd,V 




RE: CAROL A..TRUFANT 




United States Patent and Trademark Office 

^*™X*lSV^.V,% - ■• ; ^ , , 



Commissioner for Patents 
United States Patent and Trademark Office 
P.O. Box I-4SO 
Alexandria. VA 223 i 3- i 450 
www.uspto.gov 



CAROL A TRUFANT PHD 
P O BOX 2227 
ALAMEDA, CA 94501-0220 



In re Application of 
Carol Ann Trufant 
Application No. 09/591,147 
Filed: June 9, 2000 
Attorney Docket No. N/A 



Paper No. 9 



COPY MAILED 

MAR 1 5 2004 

OFRCE OF PETITIONS 

ON PETITION 



This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed March 3, 2004, to revive the 
above-identified application. 

The petition is GRANTED. 

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to reply in a timely manner to the 
non-final Office action mailed December 16, 2002, which set a shortened statutory period for 
reply of three (3) months. No extensions of time under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a) were 
obtained. Accordingly, the application became abandoned on March 1 8, 2002. 3®G$ 

It is not apparent whether the person signing the statement of unintentional delay was in a 
position to have firsthand or direct knowledge of the facts and circumstances of the delay at 
issue. Nevertheless, such statement is being treated as having been made as the result of a 
reasonable inquiry into the facts and circumstances of such delay. See 37 CFR 10.18(b) and 
Changes to Patent Practice and Procedure ; Final Rule Notice, 62 Fed. Reg. 53131, 53178 
(October 10, 1997), 1203 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office 63, ^03, (October 21, 1997). In the event that 
such an inquiry has not been made, petitioner must make such an inquiry. If such inquiry results 
in the discovery that it is not correct that the entire delay in filing the required reply from the due 
date for the reply until the filing of a grantable petition pursuant to 37 CFR 1 . 1 37(b) was 
unintentional, petitioner must notify the Office. 



There is no indication that the person signing the instant petition was ever given a power of 
attorney or authorization of agent to prosecute the above-identified application. If the person 
signing the instant petition desires to receive future correspondence regarding this application, 
the appropriate power of attorney or authorization of agent must be submitted. While a courtesy 
copy of this decision is being mailed to the person signing the instant petition, all future 
correspondence will be directed to the address currently of record until such time as appropriate 
instructions are received to the contrary. 
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The application file is being forwarded to Technology Center 3700, Art Unit 371.2 for further 
processing. 

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at 
(703) 306-5594. 

Retta Williams 
Petitions Examiner 
Office of Petitions 
Office of me Deputy Commissioner 
for Patent Examination Policy 




cc: Carol D. Titus 

3900 Newpark Mall Rd. 
Newark, CA 94086 
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(57) CLAIM 

The design for a surface pattern for an intergroup working 
model for social conflict resolution applied to a setting or 
room for adults, as shown and described. 

DESCRIPTION 

"A portion of the Disclosure of This Patent Document 
Contains Material Which is Subject to (Copyright or Mask 
Work) Protection. The (Copyright or Mask Work) Owner 
Has no Objection to Facimile Reproduction by Anyone of 
The Patent Documetn or The. Patent Disclosure, as it 
Appears in The Patent or Trademaek Office Patent File or 
Records. But Otherwise Reserves All (Copyright or Mask 
Work Rights Whatoever." per 37 CFR S 1.71 (E) 
FIG. 1 is a top plan .view of a surface pattern for an 
intergroup working model for social conflict resolution 
applied to a setting or room for adults: showing my new 
design; and. 

FIG. 2 is a top plan view of a second embodiment thereof. 
The broken line showing of the furniture and accessories is 
for illustrative purposes only and forms no part of the 
claimed design. 

1 Claim, 2 Drawing Sheets 
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